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introduced it and have carried it through to only difference between the goods inîpoiied
success. into this country from Britain and the United

Staes is that thie individutal purchasinigIt belng six o'clock, the Speaker lef t lile; St, tes, sttIh invîulpchig
Chair. foreign goods in Canada has got to pay the

whole aimount of the duty along with the
price of the goods, while there is littie underAfter * Recess2 per cent of freight and insurance to be

Mr. McMILLAN (Huron). In rising to added to the price of Canadian goods put
address the House upon the very important upon the market. That is alil the advantage.
question that we have been discussing for the workingman gets ; lie las got to pay the
the last few days, allow me, before I enter whole cost of the goods and the amount of
into any of the rguments of the hon. mem- duty added. . I was astonished at tlie lion.
ber for East Grey (Mr. Sproule), to make a member for East Durham (Mr. Craig) stating
few remarks with respect to what was said that he was in favour of the duty belng re-
by the hon. iumember for East Durham (Mr. moved from coal oil, and what reason did he
Craig). I find, Sir, that that hon. gentle- give for the Government not remnoving that
man, In addressing the House, said the work- duty ? Why, lie told us that there were
lugman was not taxed either on what he several millions of noney invested, and tlhat
eate or on what lie wears. He stated that we could not see this mnoney swept away. I
the farmer had a free breakfast table. But, would ask: Where dId the manufacturers get
In saying so he forgot to tell this House, ana these millions of imoney to invest ? We
througlh this House the country, that the know that the oil industry is not a new iudiu--
table itself was taxed to the tune of 35 per tiy in Canada, that it-has been establsled for
cent, that thechair upon which the man sits a length of time, and we know that those 'who
at his breakfast is taxed 35 per cent. lie have beein engaged in that business have ail
also forgot to say that the flour that mighit becomne independent as regards their
be made fror his own wheat w'as taxed 7-5 pecuniary circumstances. He stated, alsti,
cents a barrel, and that the workingman also that there were 2,000 workingien engaged
has to pay this tax. le forgot to say tht in that business, and they would all be
w'hen the workingman rises in the mornng thrown out of employment at once. They
and . goes to wash imnself. the soap he accuse us of decrying Canada; was there
uses Is taxed 1' cents per pound, or ever a stronger statement made in this
something like 30 per cent. He forgot House to show, eier that Canada is not
to tell you that the towel also was naturally fitted for carrying on thiat industry,
taxed 25 per cent. He forgot to say that if or for taking the raw material and mann-
he had a comb to straiglhten his hair, it was facturing coal oil, or that our workingnien
taxed to the tune of 35 per cent, and, If lie are not as intelligent, not as energetic, as the
had a looking-glass, it also was taxed. His Aniericans, and therefore not able to cope
sugar is taxed, his coffee Is taxed, almost with thei ? I hold that .if we take this
everything that goes upon the vorkingman's view of the question, we will never sweep
table is taxed, except what comes directly away a single item of the National PolIcy,
from the farmer. The blankets that the because all the different Industries can coime
workingman uses when lie goes to bed are forward and say that they have large
taxed froni 40 to 60, 70 and even 80 per amounts of money invested, and a large nuni-
cent. The clothes of the workingman and ber of workingmen employed. Is that any
his famlly, which cost something like $90 per reason why the consumers of this contry
annum, represent a tax of over $30. His should be taxed to the tune of 134 and 135
coal oil is taxed. And yet they will tell the per cent upon coal oil ? Is it any reason
workingmant that lie Is free of laxation on why the raw material should be protected to
what lie eats and what he wears. I suppose the tune of nearly 1,000 per cent ? Sir, 1
that in their explanation, gentlemen opposite hold that the argument adduced by the hon.
would say thtat the workingmen ouglt not to gentleman Is no argument whatever. The
wear any of the finer tweeds of the goods workingmen of Canada to-day pay a duty
coming from the old country. that the goods annuailly to this Governîment, on account of
ie ought to wear are goods of Caiiadian the National Policy. of between $30 and $40
manufacture. Let me remind the hon. gen- if not more, when we take into necount
tienien that the Canadian manufacturer Is everytlhng they consume In their houses. and-
benefited upon his cotton goods and upon his that is a grievous burden upon the working.
woollen goods to the whole extent of the men of this country. There is not a single
protection. The merchant going to the old hon. gentleman on the other side of the
country purchasing goods and bringing thîem House who has had the hardihood to rise
into Canada, pays a duty upon woollen goods and say that the National Policy has in-
of an average of 30 to 40 pe 4 cent. lJpon creased the per capita wages of the work-
cotton goods lie pays a duty of fromî 24 to ingmen. They have stated that some $40,-
nearly 40 per cent, and before these goods 000,000 have been given as wages to the
r'each the workingmen ~ the duty is repre- artisans of this country. I hold that the
Rented by an increased cost of 40 to 60 per artisans in this country is not as well off to-
cent. And yet they tell us that the work1ig. day as he was before thue National Policy was
meni pay no duty. Let me say, Sir, that the imlposed. Now, I will take Up the statements


